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The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, liowever, may a reply be timely filed 
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RESPONSE TO AMENDMENT 

Request for Continued Examination 

1. The Request for Continued Examination (RCE) under 37 CFR 1.53 (d) filed on 
December 17, 2003 is acceptable and a RCE has been established. An action on the RCE 
follows. 

2. Claims 21-30 are pending in the application, claims 1-20 were cancelled in paper. 

3. Amendments to claims, filed on December 17, 2003, have been entered in the above- 
identified application. 

WITHDRA WN REJECTIONS 

4. The 35 U.S.C. §103 rejection of claims 21-30 as over Shulz (US Patent No. 4,320,162) in 
view of Curry et al. (US Patent No. 3,954,554), Clark et al. (US Patent No. 5,698,291) or Merker 
(US Patent No. 6,214,146), made of record in paper #8, mailed June 18, 2003, pages 2-3, 
paragraph #2 has been withdrawn due to Applicant's amendment in the response filed December 
17, 2003 

NEW REJECTIONS 

5. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be 
found in a prior Office action. 
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Examiner^s Summary of the Invention 

6. To the best of the examiner's knowledge, the base, or independent, claim of the 
application, is interpreted as follows: 

21. An absorbent paper product "comprising" 

- at least two superposed plies 
o a format: 

■ edges 

■ peripheral zone along said edges 

■ central zone enclosed by said peripheral zone 

• at least one of said at least two superposed plies has an 
embossing pattern in said central zone 

■ the at least two plies have thickness along said peripheral zone which 
is less than the thickness of said at least two plies in the central zone 

o plies are joined together by marking patterns 

■ without glue at least along a segment of said peripheral zone 

■ composed of compacted zones on one side of said plies without 
corresponding salient on an opposite side of said plies. 


Claim Rejections - 55 USC § 103 
7. Claims 21-25 and 28-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Walbrun (U.S. Patent No. 4,307,141) in view of Merker (U.S. Patent No. 6,214,146). 
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Walbrun discloses a multi-ply fibrous sheet structure (title). Applicant's claimed 
"absorbent paper product," particularly of the soft absorbent type for paper towels (col, 1, lines 
9-77). 

Regarding Applicant's claims 21 and 22, Walbrun discloses that the fibrous sheet 
comprises a pair of webs of paper (col. 2, line 25), Applicant's claimed "at least two plies." 
Figure 2 and 3 show that the webs are superposed and have a format with edges, a peripheral 
zone along the edges, and a central zone enclosed by said peripheral zone. The webs are joined 
together at the land regions {col 2, lines 47-50 and figure J), Applicant's claimed "marking 
patterns." Figure 3 shows that the land regions are composed of compacted zones on one side of 
the webs without corresponding salients on an opposite side of the webs. Figures 2 and 3 show 
that both the webs have an embossing pattern in the central zone {col. 2, lines 42-52). Figure 3 
also shows that the two webs have a thickness along the peripheral zone, which is less than the 
thickness of the two webs in the central zone. 

The following figures from Walbrun accompany the discussion below. 



FIG, 2 


peripheral zone 


peripheral zone 
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FIG. 3 


Peripheral zone with marking pattern 
composed of a compacted zone on one side 
of the web without corresponding salients 
on the opposite side of the web 


central zone 
thickness 



embossing pattern 
in central zone 


Walbrun fails to disclose that the plies are joined together without glue. 

Merker discloses a creped wiping product {title) such as paper towels {col 1, line 16). 

The wiping product is made without the use of latex bonding materials or adhesives {col 
2, lines 36-38), Applicant's claimed "without glue." The wiping product includes a web of 
material that contains binder fibers. The binder fibers are capable of thermally bonding together 
when heated above a softening temperature and pressed together {col 2, lines 56-61), 

The wiping product without adhesives has improves softness, bulk, absorbency and 
strength {col 2, lines 22-25). 

Walbrun and Merker are analogous because they both discuss paper towel products. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to use Merker's binder fibers in Walbrun's webs in order to avoid using adhesive to join the 
webs together. 
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One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to binder fibers instead of 
adhesive/glue because a product without adhesives has improves softness, bulk, absorbency and 
strength {col 2, lines 22-25), 

Regarding Applicant's claim 23, figure 3 in Walbrun shows that the embossing patterns 
in the central zone are the same. 

Regarding Applicant's claim 24, figure 3 in Walbrun shows that the embossing pattern, 
including the narrowest parts, point inwardly between the two webs. 

Regarding Applicant's claim 25, figure 2 in Walbrun shows that the marking patterns are 
solely in the peripheral zone. 

Regarding Applicant's claim 28, figures 2 and 3 in Walbrun show that the embossments 
make a filigree, ornamental work, marking pattern. 

Regarding Applicant's claim 29, the limitation "wherein the at least two plies are joined 
to each other by embossing the central zone of each ply" is a method limitation and does not 
determine the patentabiUty of the product, unless the process produces unexpected results. The 
method of forming the product is not germane to the issue of patentability of the product itself, 
unless Applicant presents evidence from which the Examiner could reasonably conclude that the 
claimed product differs in kind from those of the prior art. MPEP 2113, Furthermore, it is noted 
that the central zone of the webs are embossed, see figure 3. 

Regarding Applicant's claim 30, figure 2 in Walbrun shows that the central zone of the 
webs has a decoration including embossed and unembossed portions. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

8. Claims 26 and 27 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 


REASONS FOR ALLOWANCE 

9. The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: 
The broadest allowable claim is: claim 26. 
It can be summarized as follows: 
26. An absorbent paper product "comprising" 
- at least two superposed plies 
o a format: 

■ edges 

■ peripheral zone along said edges 

■ central zone enclosed by said peripheral zone 

• at least one of said at least two superposed plies has an 
embossing pattern in said central zone 

■ the at least two plies have thickness along said peripheral zone which 
is less than the thickness of said at least two plies in the central zone 

o plies are joined together by marking patterns 

■ without glue at least along a segment of said peripheral zone 
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■ composed of compacted zones on one side of said plies without 
corresponding salient on an opposite side of said plies 

■ wherein in said peripheral zone, at least one of the at least two plies 
has marking patterns at least partly the same as the embossing patterns. 

10. The closest prior art found, i.e. Walbum and Merker, is summarized above. The prior art 
fails to teach or suggest paper products wherein in said peripheral zone, at least one of the at 
least two plies has marking patterns at least partly the same as the embossing patterns. 

In sum, the prior art of record fails to teach or suggest an absorbent paper product having 
all the features of claim 26. 

ANSWERS TO APPLICANTS ARGUMENTS 

11. Applicant's arguments in the response filled December 17, 2003 regarding the 35 U.S.C. 
§103 rejection of claims 21-30 as over Shulz in view of Curry, Clark or Merker of record have 
been considered but are moot since the rejections have been withdrawn. 

Conclusion 

12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alicia Chevalier whose telephone number is (571) 272-1490. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:00 am to 4:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Harold Pyon, can be reached on (571) 272-1498. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Apphcation Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 


ac 




3/4/04 


SANDRA Mo NOUN 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 


